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we should gain the victory. M. de Luxembourg's ad-
vocate, Dumont, was next heard. He was very auda-
cious, and spoke so insolently of us, saying, in Script-
ure phraseology, that we honoured the King with our
lips, whilst our hearts were far from him, that I could
not contain myself. I was seated between the Due de
la Rochefoucauld and the Due d'Estrees. I stood up,
crying out against the imposture of this knave, and
calling for justice on him. M. de la Rochefoucauld
pulled me back, made me keep silent, and I plunged
down into my seat more from anger against him than
against the advocate. My movement excited a mur-
mur. We might on the instant have had justice against
Dumont, but the opportunity had passed for us to ask
for it, and the President de Maisons made a slight ex-
cuse for him. We complained, however, afterwards to
the King, who expressed his surprise that Dumont had
not been stopped in the midst of his speech.

The summing up was made by D'Aguesseau, who
acquitted himself of the task with much eloquence and
impartiality. His speech lasted two days. This be-
ing over, the court was cleared, and the judges were
left alone to deliberate upon their verdict. Some time
after we were called in to hear that verdict given. It
was in favour of M. de Luxembourg in so far as the
title dating from 1662 was concerned; but the con-
sideration of his claim to the title of 1581 was ad-
journed indefinitely, so that he remained exactly in
the same position as his father.

It was with difficulty we could believe in a decree
so unjust and so novel, and which decided a question
that was not under dispute. I was outraged, but I